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solely because they lost an election. They be-
lieved, first, that the North would yield every-
thing for the sake of union, and secondly, that if
there was a limit to their capacity for surrender in
this direction, yet a people capable of so much
submission in the past would never fight to main-
tain the Union. The South made a terrible mis-
take, and was severely punished for it; but the
compromises of 1820, 1833, and 1850 furnished
some excuse for the wild idea that the North
would not and could not fight. Whether a strict
adherence to the strong, fearless policy of Hamil-
ton, which was adopted by Jackson and advocated
by Webster in 1832-33, would have prevented
civil war, must, of course, remain matter of con-
jecture. It is at least certain that in that way
alone could war have been avoided, and that the
Clay policy of compromise made war inevitable
by encouraging slave-holders to believe that they
could always obtain anything they wanted by a
sufficient show of violence.

It is urged, however, that the policy of com-
promise having been adopted, a change in 1850
would have simply precipitated the sectional con-
flict. In judging Mr. Webster, the practical ques-
tion, of course, is as to the best method of deal-
ing with matters as they actually were and not
as they might have been had a different course
been pursued in 1820 and 1832. The partisans
of Mr. Webster have always taken the ground